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DETAILED ACTION 

A. In response to the following communications: Amendment filed: 5/25/2007. This 
action is made Final. 

B. Claims 1-22 remains pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 1 01 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The current focus of the Patent Office in regard 
to statutory inventions under 35 U.S.C. §101 for method claims and claims that recite a 
judicial exception (software) are that the claimed invention recites a practical 
application. Practical application can be provided by a physical transformation or a 
useful, concrete and tangible result. No physical transformation is recited and 
additionally, there is no final result only the mention of software classes. Also note the 
definition of an "information carrier" defined in the specification (par. 107) wherein an 
information carrier is defined to be a propagated signal. Definition quoted from 
paragraph 107 of applicants disclosure i.e., a computer program tangibly 
embodied in an information carrier, e.g., in a machine-readable storage device 
or in a propagated signal". Signals carrying instructions or other functional 
descriptive material or a computer program per se is not included in one of the statutory 
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categories of invention, more information about this matter is covered in the Annex IV of 

the Interim Guidelines for Subject matter Eligibility. Limiting the types of mediums that 

can be used will meet the guidelines (e.g. CD-ROM, DVD-ROM, HDD, etc... while 

excluding the possibility of the use of signals, waves and the like). The following link on 

the World Wide Web is for the United States Patent And Trademark office (USPTO) 

policy on 35 U.S.C. §101 

http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preoqnotice/quidelines101 20051026.pdf 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by the 
Template Software product line. 

The Template Software product line contains: 

The SNAP programming language 

The WorkFlow Template 

The Web Component 
These three-layered products work together. 
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The documentation sets for the products contains the following manuals. 

SNAP released June 1997 

SNAP Language Reference (Referred to as REF - Not used in this office Action) 
Using the SNAP Language (Referred to as LANG - Not used in this Office Action) 
Using the SNAP Communication Component (Referred to as COM- Not used 

in this Office Action) 

Using the SNAP Graphic User Interface Component (Referred to as GUI 

Not used in this Office Action) 

Getting Started with SNAP (Referred to as START Not used in this office Action) 
Using the SNAP Display Editors (Referred to as DISP - Not used in this office 

Action) 

SNAP Class Library Reference (Referred to as CLASS - Not used in this office 

Action) 

Using the SNAP External Application Software Component (EXT- Not used in 

this Office Action) 

Using the SNAP Development Environment (Referred to as SNAP) 
SNAP Module Library Reference (Referred to as MODU -Not used in this Office 

Action) 

Using the SNAP Permanent Storage Component (Referred to as PERM- 

Not used in this Office Action) 

Workflow released September 1997 

Developing a WFT Workflow System (Referred to as WFT) 



Application/Control Number: 10/676,364 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2179 

Using the WFT Development Environment (Referred to as ENV) 
WFT Library Reference (Referred to as WFTLIB - Not used in this office Action) 

Web Component 

Using the Web Component (Referred to as WEB- Not used in this office Action) 

Training Guides 

SNAP Application Developer's Training Course (Referred to as TRAINS - 

Modules 1 and 10 provided- Not used in this Office Action) 

Workflow Template Training Course (Referred to as TRAINW - Section A) 

Since, these products work together they constitute a single reference and can be used 
as the basis for a rejection based on anticipated by a product offering. Furthermore, with 
the 1997 press release announcing version 8.0 these considered prior art under In re 
Epstein 31 USPQ2d 1817 (decided August 17, 1994) with a 1997 release date despite 
the 1998 copyright date. 

As for independent claim 1 Template teaches a computer program product, 
embodied in a tangible machine-readable information carrier, for developing 
applications, the computer program product being operable to cause data processing 
apparatus to interact with data conforming to a data model, the data model comprising 
(SNAP, page 4-2): a component class (SNAP, page 4-4); a model class associated with 
the component class (SNAP, page 4-4), the model class including a model-class class 
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and a model relation class, the model-class class including a model class attribute 
class, and the model relation class including a model relation role class (SNAP, pages 
4-10 - 4-14); a controller class associated with the component class, the controller class 
including a context node class having a context attribute class, the context node class 
being associated with the model-class class and the model relation class, and the 
context attribute class being associated with the model class attribute class (SNAP, 
pages 4-10 through 4-14); and a view class associated with the component class, the 
view class including a user interface element class having a binding with either the 
context node class or the context attribute class (SNAP, pages 4-10 - 4-14). (ENV, 
chapter 3) 

As for dependent claim 2, Template teaches the computer program product of claim 1 , 
wherein the data model further comprises a context element class that is a super class 
of the context node class and the context attribute class (SNAP, pages 3-21 and 3-22). 

As for dependent claim 3, Template teaches the computer program product of claim 2, 
wherein the binding is associated with one of the context node class and the context 
attribute class using the context element class (SNAP, page 3-15). 

As for dependent claim 4, Template teaches the computer program product of claim 1 , 
wherein the association between the component class and the view class is an 
aggregation (SNAP, page 3-21 and 4-10 through 4-14). 
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As for dependent claim 5, Template teaches the computer program product of claim 1 , 
wherein the association between the component and the controller is an aggregation 
(SNAP, pages 3-21 and 4-10 through 4-14). 

As for dependent claims 6 and 17, Template teaches the computer program product of 
claim 1 and corresponding system of claim 16, wherein the data model further includes 
an indicator that is used to determine a file border (SNAP, page 8-21). 

As for dependent claims 7 and 18, Template teaches the computer program product of 
claim 1 and corresponding system of claim 16, wherein the data model further includes 
an indicator used to implement a platform-specific feature (SNAP, Chapter 8, page 8- 
26-UNIX and pages 2-4 through 2-5). 

As for dependent claims 8 and 19, Template teaches the computer program product of 
claim 1 and corresponding system of claim 16, wherein the data model further includes 
an indicator representing translatable text (SNAP, page 6-10, Class Definition files (CD) 
more specific references to CD files throughout the reference). 

As for dependent claims 9 and 20, Template teaches the computer program product of 
claim 1 and corresponding system of claim 16, wherein at least one of the associations 
in the data model is an aggregation, and wherein the data model further includes an 
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indicator representing whether the aggregation is ordered (SNAP, Chapter 3, Object 
Model Editor, see pages 3-6 inheritance lines and page 3-9). 

As for dependent claims 10 and 21 , Template teaches the computer program product of 
claim 1 and corresponding system of claim 16, wherein the data model further includes 
an indicator representing a singular name (SNAP, page 3-11, New class - class name) 

As for dependent claims 1 1 and 22, Template teaches the computer program product of 
claim 1 and corresponding system of claim 16, wherein the data model further includes 
an indicator representing whether an attribute is null able (SNAP, page 3-40, Attributes 
- Default). 

As for dependent claim 12, Template teaches the computer program product of claim 1, 
wherein the data model further includes an unassociated class defining enumeration 
attributes representing allowed values of a specific enumeration type (SNAP, page 3- 
40, Attributes). 

As for independent claim 13 , Template teaches a computer program product, 
embodied in a tangible machine-readable information carrier, for developing 
applications, the computer program product being operable to cause data processing 
apparatus to (SNAP, page 4-2): generate an instance of a model, the instance of the 
model including a model class instance and a model relation instance, the model class 
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instance including a model class attribute instance, and the model relation instance 
including a model relation role instance; generate an instance of a controller, the 
instance of the controller including a context node instance having a context attribute 
instance; generate an instance of a view, the instance of the view including a user 
interface element instance; associate the context node instance with the model class 
instance; associate the context node instance with the model relation instance; 
associate the context attribute instance with the model class attribute instance; and 
associate the user interface element instance with one of the context node instance and 
the context attribute instance (SNAP, pages 4-7 through 4-9). 

As for dependent claim 14, Template teaches the computer program product of claim 
13, wherein the association between the controller instance and the context node 
instance is an aggregation (SNAP, page 3-21 and 4-10 through 4-14). 

As for dependent claim 15, Template teaches the computer program product of claim 
13, wherein the association between the model instance and the model class instance 
is an aggregation (SNAP, page 3-21 and 4-10 through 4-14). 

As for independent claim 16 . Template teaches a system for developing applications, 
the system comprising a repository including data conforming to a data model, the data 
model comprising (SNAP, page 4-2 and WFT, pages 2-2 through 2-3): a component 
class; a model class associated with the component class, the model class including a 
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model-class class and a model relation class, the model-class class including a model 
class attribute class and the model relation class including a model relation role class; a 
controller class associated with the component class, the controller class including a 
context node class having a context attribute class, the context node class being 
associated with the model-class class and the model relation class and the context 
attribute class being associated with the model class attribute class; and a view class 
associated with the component class, the view class including a user interface element 
class having a binding with either the context node class and the context attribute class. 
(Note the analysis of claims 1-3 above and WFT, chapter 2-4, 6-7 and pages 2-4 and 4- 
3). 



NOTE: 

It is noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in 
the prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not 
be considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it 
contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably 
suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 
1332-33, 216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 
F.2d 1006,1009, 158 USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

Response to Arguments 
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Applicants arguments filed 5/25/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

A1. Applicant argues against the 35 U.S.C. 102 rejection given by the 
examiner stating the rejection is improper because it uses multiple references. (Page 9 
of amendment) 

R1 . Examiner does not agree. Evidence is submitted that shows the three 
software modules (templates) "SNAP, Web Component and Workflow Template were 
part of a single software package offering and that they work together as quoted in the 
supplied evidence "Each product in the Template family has been designed to 
seamlessly integrate and inter-operate with all of the others . 11 "...diagram illustrates out 
hierarchy of templates and how they are designed to be used together ... 11 

Template Software April 17,1998 - 
http://web.archive.org/web/19980626175135/www.template.com/frproducts.htm 

A2. Applicant argues that the Examiner's citation is incorrect. (Page 10 of 
amendment) 

R2. Examiner reminds Applicant that It is noted that any citation to specific, 
pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and any interpretation of the 
references should not be considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant 
for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested 
to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332-33, 216 USPQ 
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1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 158 USPQ 
275,277 (CCPA 1968)). 

A3. Applicant argues that SNAP does not disclose a model class associated 
with the component class and "the model class including a model-class class and a 
model relation class, the model-class class including a model class attribute class, and 
the model relation class including a model relation role class". (Pages 10-11) 

R3. Examiner does not agree and points the applicant to SNAP, Chapter 3, 
page 3-14 and 3-40. Also note that the naming of classes may not exactly match those 
sought to be invented but the ideas and functionality of classes and sub classes are 
used by SNAP as disclosed throughout Chapter 3 among other places found in the 
reference. 

A4. Applicant argues that amendments to claims 1 and 13 will overcome the 
35 U.S.C.101 rejection given by Examiner. 

R4. Examiner does not agree. As pointed out in paragraph 107 of applicants 
disclosure the definition of an information carrier and computer program product is "The 
implementation can be as a computer program product, i.e., a computer 
program tangibly embodied in an information carrier, e.g., in a machine- 
readable storage device or in a propagated signal for execution by, or to 
control the operation of, data processing apparatus, e.g., a programmable 
processor, a computer, or multiple computers." The current amendment does not 
make the claims statutory. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Inquires 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas Augustine whose telephor 571- 
270-1056. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Fr._ 7 . .JO. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Nicholas Augustine 
Examiner 
A. UNIT -2179 

N. Augustine / 
August 16, 2007 / 




